Dear Greg Itanor, 


10/15/94 


If I did not toll you before, as a general rule those books that pretend in various 
ways to solve the crin<**arc undependable to terribly wrong and bad. Prom them there is 
no way for you to "decide which one is correct" because not a single one is* 

You also say "00 many good and docent people have made many claims," If you are 
referring to those who wrote moot of the books, I think that those who deceive and mis- 
lead the people on ^uch a subject are not easily so described. Some mean well and are 
both ignor nk of the established fact and lost in what they do. Others know what they 


If by getting a "complete answer" you mean a dependable, non- theoretical solution, 
fclio probability is ver J slight, Tho crime itself aas never officially investigated and 
there are no loads to follow, 

I'M a in whij 1 have restricted myself almost entirely to the official evidence. 

I find it interesting tliat, without having read all my books and also having gaiifeH 
gotten somewhat of a sample of what I've done you^veryone, "yes, including the Ucisbergo" 
(of whoa there is but one in tho field) as "an absolute idiot, or an evil entity covering 
uo .the most sickening a’iine of the Century," I do not mind and you are entitled to your 
opinion, but if you'd care to moot the chaMongo, how did I? 

With regard to how you are spending money, on The Fourth Decade and A AUG, your wide 
lias a case. Fourth Decade prints self -important nuts who know little or nothing about 
the crime itself or its investigations and along with tho AARC, goes for all tlie theories 
substitute for fici, It in for this reason that x havo not joined any of tho groups^or 
subscribed to a y of tho so ca.'.lod "news "letters, which they are not. 



Best 





